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Political Science 277-01 
International Relations 
3 Credit Hours 
CRN# 10464 
Fall 2014 
 
Professor Timothy J. White 
711 Schott Hall 
Office Hours:  TR 10:00-11:00, 2:30-3:45, and by appointment 
Office Phone:  (513) 745-2997  
Email – white@xavier.edu  
 
Survey of Course 
 
This course provides an overview and introduction to the field of International Relations.    
This subfield of political science focuses on the interaction of states, organizations, and 
individuals across national borders.  This course provides students with an analytical 
framework from which they can more readily explain and understand international 
events.  This course is organized around a series of intuitive questions to explore the 
major dynamics of world politics.  Students are expected to draw upon lectures, class 
discussion, and the readings to come to understand the historical and conceptual 
development of the international political system, the dynamics of conflict and 
cooperation, and major issue areas of contention in contemporary world politics. 
 
Exams   
 
There will be two in-class exams in this course.  Each of these exams will include 
multiple choice, identification, and essay questions and account for 30% of the student’s 
final grade. The first will be held on October 2nd and the second on November 18th.  The 
final take-home exam will require a one page assessment of the likely role of geopolitics 
in future international relations and a two to three single-spaced page assessment of the 
future of world politics.  This take-home final is due on December 16th, accounts for 
20% of the student’s final grade, and should be emailed to white@xavier.edu.   
 
Assignments 
 
Each student will be responsible for two papers.  Each paper will be one and a half to two 
single-spaced pages and account for 10% of the final grade.  The first paper due on April 
10th will summarize and evaluate the effectiveness of the strategy you chose for the 
Iterated Prisoner’s Dilemma Simulation held in class on November 6th.  The second 
paper due on December 4th will assess the credibility of the Clash of Civilizations Thesis 
offered by Huntington.  There will be an assignment for each topic emailed to you that 
will provide more detailed instructions for each paper.  These papers are to be submitted 
by email to white@xavier.edu. 
 
Class Participation 
 
Class participation is expected in this course.  Students are especially encouraged to ask 
questions that arise from the readings and films shown in class.  Although no formal 
grade is given, class participation will be a factor in determining a student’s grade in 
borderline cases. 
 
 
Grading Policy 
 
The following grade scale will be used in this course:  A = 93-100, A- = 90-92, B+ = 87-
89, B = 83-86, B- = 80-82, C+ = 77-79, C = 73-76, C- = 70-72, D+ = 67-69, D = 63-66, 
D- = 60-62, and F = Below 60.  There is no curving or dropping of grades in this class.  
For a reference to the standards for these grades, see the Department of Political Science 
and Sociology Grading Guidelines provided below:   
  
A- to A  =  Superior critical reading, thinking and analytical skills. Detailed 
understanding of course readings.  Generally clear, well-organized writing 
that develops important issues in a thoughtful way. Analysis of texts is 
without technical or factual errors.  An excellent essay will significantly 
surpass the expectations of a good essay by demonstrating critical mastery of 
the logic, assumptions, and evidence of research sources. Excellent use of 
quotations and proper citation of texts.    
 
Class discussion is frequent and thoughtful; shows a very good grasp of the 
issues.  
 
B- to B+ = Good to Very Good critical reading, thinking and analytical skills. Solid 
understanding of course readings. Generally clear, well-organized writing that 
reports important issues in some detail. Analysis of texts is generally without 
technical or factual errors.  A good to very good essay will have a thesis, 
define and incorporate concepts appropriately, present a coherent argument, 
and make a persuasive case for its thesis using convincing evidence; it may 
also need to consider plausible and reasonable alternatives systematically. 
Good use of quotations and proper citation of texts.   
 
Class discussion is regular and helpful; shows a solid grasp of the issues.  
 
C- to C+ = Adequate critical reading, thinking and analytical skills. Basic understanding 
of course readings.  Generally competent writing that identifies important 
issues but leaves them insufficiently explained or examined. Analysis of texts 
may be technically or factually defective in minor ways. An adequate essay 
will have a thesis, define and incorporate concepts appropriately, and present 
a coherent argument. Correct use of quotations and citation of texts. 
 
Class discussion is occasional and generally adequate; may reveal some 
misunderstanding of the issues.   
D- to D+ = Inadequate critical reading, thinking and analytical skills. Poor or 
incompetent understanding of course readings. Below average writing that 
omits or misunderstands important issues. Analysis of texts may be 
technically or factually defective in substantial ways. An inadequate essay 
may not have a clear thesis, or may not define and incorporate concepts 
appropriately, or it may not present a coherent argument.  There may be 
ineffective use of quotations and inadequate citation of texts.  
Class discussion is infrequent; may reveal a lack of engagement with the 
issues or serious misunderstanding.  
 
F =  Unacceptable. No serious engagement of course readings. An unacceptable 
essay shows little or no serious attempt to understand important issues.  
Writing is unclear, or unorganized, or undeveloped to the degree that the essay 
is deemed a failure.  Analysis of texts may contain egregious errors. There 
may be a failure to cite texts.    
 
Class discussion is infrequent and ill informed; reveals no real understanding 
of even basic issues.  
 
 
Readings for the Course 
 
The following two books should be available in the University Bookstore: 
 
Robert Kagan, The Return of History and the End of Dreams. New York:  Vintage, 2009. 
 
J. Martin Rochester, Fundamental Principles of International Relations. Boulder:  
Westview, 2010. 
 
Articles assigned for this class will be on Canvass. 
 
 
Schedule of Lectures and Readings 
 
Aug. 26   Introduction to the Course  
 
Aug. 28   What are the Scholarly Approaches to the Study of International Relations? 
 
                          Rochester, pp. 18-29. 
                          John J. Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics (Updated  
                                   Edition) (New York:  W.W. Norton, 2014), pp. 1-27.          
                          James N. Rosenau, “Thinking Theory Thoroughly,” in Paul R. Viotti and  
                                  Mark V. Kauppi, International Relations Theory (4th ed.) (New  
                                  York:  Longman, 2010), pp. 17-24. 
 
 
Sept. 2     Who are the Actors in World Politics and How do They Interact? 
 
                           Rochester, pp. 3-18.  
                           Luke Glanville, “The Myth of ‘Traditional’ Sovereignty,” International  
                                  Studies Quarterly 57 (1) (2013): 79-90.      
                           
Sept. 4      How Did the Contemporary International System Develop? 
 
                           Rochester, Ch. 2. 
                           Adam Watson, “European International Society and Its Expansion,” in  
                                  Hedley Bull and Adam Watson (eds.), The Expansion of  
                                  International Society (Oxford:  Clarendon Press, 1984), pp. 13-32. 
 
Sept. 9      What do States Want?  The Relationships between Capability, Power,               
                    Influence, and the Achievement of Goals 
 
                           Rochester, pp. 135-143. 
                           John G. Stoessinger, “The Nature of Power,” in The Might of Nations   
                                    (6th ed.) (New York:  Random House, 1979), pp. 15-27. 
 
Sept. 11      Why do States do What They do?  Explaining Foreign Policy Behavior  
                  
                  - How Does the Structure of the System Constrain Behavior? 
 
                           Rochester, pp. 73-90.  
                           Robert Jervis, “The Spiral of Insecurity,” in Perception and  
                                  Misperception in World Politics (Princeton:  Princeton University  
                                  Press, 1976), pp. 63-76. 
                           Jason Rich, “Adding Some Context:  The Systemic Constraints on  
Coercion,” Politics 33 (1) (2013): 37-46. 
 
Sept. 16    - How Does the Physical Environment Affect Foreign Policy Behavior? 
 
                           James E. Dougherty and Robert L. Pfaltzgraff Jr., Contending Theories  
                                   of International Relations:  A Comprehensive Survey (5th ed.),  
                                   (New York:  Longman, 2001), pp. 151-165. 
                Robert D. Kaplan, The Revenge of Geography (New York:  Random  
House, 2012), pp. 23-37. 
     Harvey Starr, “On Geopolitics:  Spaces and Places,” International  
Studies Quarterly 57 (3) (2013): 433-439. 
 
Sept. 18    - How Do Governmental and Bureaucratic Factors Affect Foreign Policy? 
    
                            Rochester, pp. 90-97.  
                            Graham Allison, “Conceptual Models and the Cuban Missile Crisis,”  
                                   American Political Science Review 63 (3) (1969): 689-718. 
Sept. 23     - How Does the Domestic Society Limit Foreign Policy Options?  
                             
                            Rochester, pp. 98-99. 
                            John J. Mearsheimer and Stephen M. Walt, “Is It Love or the Lobby?   
                                    Explaining America’s Special Relationship with Israel,” Security  
                                    Studies 18 (2009): 58-79. 
                            Jerry Z. Muller, “US and Them:  The Enduring Power of Ethnic  
                                    Nationalism,” Foreign Affairs 87 (2) (2008): 18-35. 
                            David M. Paul and Rachel Anderson Paul, “Reassessing the Power of  
                                    Ethnic American Lobbies,” in Ethnic Lobbies and US Foreign  
                                    Policy (Boulder:  Lynne Rienner, 2009), pp. 197-213. 
 
Sept. 25    - How Do Idiosyncratic Factors Affect Foreign Policy? 
      
                            Rochester, pp. 99-112. 
                            Maryann E. Gallagher and Susan H. Allen, “Presidential Personality:   
                                    Not Just a Nuisance,” Foreign Policy Analysis 10 (1) (2014): 1-21. 
                            Joseph S. Nye, Jr., Presidential Leadership and the Creation of the  
                                    American Era (Princeton:  Princeton University Press, 2013), pp. 
1-20. 
                            Robert C. Tucker, “Personality and Political Leadership,” Political  
                                    Science Quarterly 92 (3) (1977): 383-393. 
                            Irving L. Janis, Groupthink:  Psychological Studies of Policy Decisions  
                                    and Fiascoes (2nd
 
ed. Revised) (Boston:  Houghton Mifflin, 1983),   
                                    pp. 174-186 and 242-259. 
 
Sept. 30     Review for the First Exam 
 
Oct. 2        First Exam 
 
Oct. 7        How do States Achieve Their Goals?  The Instruments of Foreign Policy 
 
                 -  Diplomacy and Propaganda 
 
                            Rochester, pp. 113-135. 
                            Alexander L. George, Forceful Persuasion:  Coercive Diplomacy as an  
                                    Alternative to War (Washington:  US Institute of Peace, 1991), pp.   
                                    3-14. 
                            Robert Jervis, “Getting to Yes with Iran:  The Challenges of Coercive  
Diplomacy,” Foreign Affairs 92 (1) (2013): 105-115. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Oct. 14     - Economic Coercion and Foreign Aid 
 
                            Gary Clyde Hufbauer, Jeffrey J. Schott, Kimberly Ann Elliott, Barbara  
                                     Oegg, Economic Sanctions Reconsidered (3rd ed.), (Washington:   
                                     Peterson Institute for International Economics, 2007), pp. 155- 
                                     178. 
                            Timothy M. Peterson, “Sending a Message:  The Reputation Effect of  
                                     US Sanction Threat Behavior,” International Studies Quarterly  
                                     57 (2013): 672-682.   
                            Taehee Whang, “Playing to the Home Crowd?  Symbolic Use of  
                                     Economic Sanctions in the United States,” International Studies  
                                     Quarterly 55 (2011):1-15. 
 
Oct. 21   -  Military Threats and War  
 
                            Rochester, Ch. 5. 
                            Kenneth N. Waltz, “Nuclear Myths and Political Realities,” American  
                                      Political Science Review 84 (3) (1990): 731-745. 
                            Kenneth N. Waltz, “Why Iran Should Get the Bomb:  Nuclear  
                                      Balancing Would Mean Stability,” Foreign Affairs 91 (4) (2012):  
                                      2-5. 
           
Oct. 23    What Problems Confront the International Political System? 
   
                - The Need for Law and Organization 
 
                             Rochester, Ch. 6.  
                             Louis Henkin, “The Role of Law and Its Limitations,” in How Nations  
                                    Behave:  Law and Foreign Policy (New York:  Columbia  
                                    University Press, 1979), pp. 12-27. 
                             Harold K. Jacobson, “Philosophical Perspectives on the Evolution of                          
                                     International Organizations,” in Networks of Interdependence:   
                                     International Organizations and the Global Political System (2nd  
                                     ed.) (New York:  Alfred A. Knopf, 1984), pp. 59-73. 
   
Oct. 28     - Improving International Security  
 
                             Rochester, Ch. 7. 
 
Nov. 4     - Promoting Cooperation in an Anarchic World 
     
                              Robert Axelrod, “The Problem of Cooperation,” in The Evolution of  
Cooperation (New York:  Basic Books, 1984), pp. 3-24. 
 
 
 
Nov. 6    - Protecting Human Rights and Promoting Human Development 
 
                             Rochester, Ch. 8. 
                    
                 – Paper Due on Promoting Cooperation Due - Please Submit electronically 
 
Nov. 11   - Coordinating the World Economy 
 
                             Rochester, Ch. 9. 
                    
 Nov. 13  - Managing the Global Commons 
 
                             Dennis Pirages, “Governance and Ecological Security,” in Ecological  
                                      Security:  An Evolutionary Perspective on Globalization  
                                      (Lanham, MD:  Rowman & Littlefield, 2004), pp. 211-227. 
 
Nov. 18    Second Exam 
 
Nov. 25-   World Politics in the Post-Cold War World - The Clash of Civilizations? 
Dec. 2 
                            Samuel P. Huntington, “The Clash of Civilizations?” Foreign Affairs 72  
                                       (3) (1993): 22-49. 
                            Fouad Ajami, “The Summoning: ‘But They Said, We Will Not  
                                       Hearken,’” Foreign Affairs 72 (4) (1993): 2-9. 
                            Edward Said, “The Clash of Ignorance,” The Nation (Oct. 22, 2001):  
                                       11-13. 
      For a historical assessment of Huntington’s thesis, see 
                            Ivan T. Berend, “Clash of Civilization?” European Review 10 (4)  
   (2002): 423-428. 
    For attempts to test empirically Huntington’s thesis, see 
    Nate Breznau, Valerie A. Lykes, Jonathan Kelly, and M.D.R. Evans, “A  
               Clash of Civilizations?  Preferences for Religious Political  
               Leaders in 86 Nations,” Journal for the Scientific Study of  
               Religion 50 (4) (2011): 671-691. 
                            Giacomo Chiazzo, “Is There a Clash of Civilizations? Evidence from  
                                       Patterns of International Conflict Involvement, 1946–97,”  
                                        Journal of Peace Research 39 (6) (2002): 711-734. 
                            Errol A. Henderson, “Not Letting Evidence Get in the Way of  
                                       Assumptions:  Testing the Clash of Civilizations Thesis with  
                                       More Recent Data,” International Politics 42 (2005): 458-469. 
                            Calvert W. Jones, “Exploring the Microfoundations of International  
   Community:  Toward a Theory of Enlightened Nationalism,”  
   International Studies Quarterly (Forthcoming). 
                            Pippa Norris and Ronald Inglehart, “Islamic Culture and Democracy:   
                                       Testing the ‘Clash of Civilizations’ Thesis,” Comparative  
                                       Sociology 1 (3-4) (2001): 235-263. 
                            Philip G. Roeder, “Clash of Civilizations and Escalation of Domestic  
                                       Ethnopolitical Conflict,” Comparative Political Studies 36 (5)  
                                       (2003): 509-541. 
    For a more contemporary effort to evaluate the Clash of Civilizations  
              and the Democratic Peace hypothesis, see 
                            Bethany Lacina and Charlotte Lee, “Culture Clash or Democratic   
                                     Peace? Results of a Survey Experiment on the Effect of Religious  
                                     Culture and Regime Type on Foreign Policy Opinion Formation,”  
                                     Foreign Policy Analysis 9 (2) (2013): 143-170. 
 
Dec. 4       The Return of Geopolitics? 
 
                 Walter Russell Mead, “The Return of Geopolitics:  The Revenge of  
   Revisionist Powers,” Foreign Affairs 93 (3) (2014): 69-79. 
                            G. John Ikenberry, “The Illusion of Geopolitics:  The Enduring Power  
                                       of the Liberal Order,” Foreign Affairs 93 (3) (2014): 80-90. 
 
                     – Clash of Civilizations Paper Due 
 
Dec. 9-11  Will the Future Be Similar to the Past in International Relations? 
 
                            Kagan, The Return of History and the End of Dreams. 
                            Daniel Deudney and G. John Ikenberry, “The Myth of the Autocratic  
                                       Revival,” Foreign Affairs 88 (1) (Jan.-Feb. 2009): 77-93. 
                            Rochester, Ch. 10.  
  
Dec. 16       Final Take-Home Exam Due 
